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gued for the ensuing year =ccording to the provisions of the law,
and for cash, or the lotgerry systems ust have stopt.  Would the late
commissioners have been justified 1n arvesting -even for a time, the
system, from which the ‘Treasury had gathered withiu the last a'x
“yeais by their n:dustry, one hundred and finy two thousand doliars,
for the purpose of giving to their successurs the piwvilege of Gispos-
ing ot licvrecs, and the conscguent commissions—sich an idea can-
not be tole1a ed for a moment,  Can the otuer alternative be Main-
tain-d?  Wete the late Cowmnnssioners vequired to reserve tor
Messrs. MeBlair, Dickenson, an 1 Caok™ a conmmission on @ouies re-
¢ ived on the first of December, 18138, trree wonths before they en-
tered upon the duties of the offi -€? ‘e law prescribes that the Lot.
tery Comumissioners shall receive a commission upon wonics raised by
ihe lovtery systeminstead of » saiary.  Why the chanze from a satary
to a commission? —Evid -wly, with a view o stimulate the ndusiey
of the com:missivuers, so that they shall receive in propoition o theie
labor,~—upon  what plea then of law or jusuce could the pie-
sent commissioness claim, commission Upon mouies raised awd re-
cerved three monchs hefore they entered upon the duties of their
offi 2 =Tis latier alterbanive is equidly untenable.

The commitie ther f11e, b-g leave 1o recommend the adoption of
the (il wing resolunion: — |

Res: Ivea, That the lue Lottery Commissioners are lawfully aud
equitably euutled 10 the Comuwissions received by them,
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